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\VASniNOTOV, Oct. 16, 1869.
Tlio Rothschild*' Offer of a Loan to tlio U«v.
eminent.Letter from M. Friguet. President
tirant Conducting the Negotiation.
A short time since a statement appeared in the

Washington correspondence of the Hkkald that an

agent of the great banking Arm of Rothschilds had
arrived In tuts country and submitted an olTer to
loan the government all the money they required to
liquidate the debt at an Interest o( four per cent.
The truth of tins statement has been reflected upon
by nearly all your;contemporaries. I have to-day seen

a letter, purporting to be from M. Frlguet, dated
from New York, to a friend in this city, In which he
makes use of the following language:.
The proposition and correspondence relative

thereto lias been conducted by me direct with tlie
President, at his request, and the public announce¬
ment in the Herald was evidently the result of
jealousy on the part of the Secretary df tlie Trea¬
sury, wlio had not been consulted in tlie matter. I
return to Frauco to-morrow, but yet believe the mat¬
ter will bo successfully carried out.
M. Friguct la said to be a partner In the Roth-

schilds' banking house of Booker Brothers, and was
/or many years the spirit of their Paris firm. The
President belug out of town at present, of course

I have no means of ascertaining whether M. Frlguet
lias had any correspondence with the head of
the government on the subject referred to.

Departure of Speaker Blaine.
Speaker Blaine, who has been here for several

days fitting up his residence for the winter, left
to-night for Maine. He is of opinion that the com¬
ing se ssion of Congress will be harmonious and that
business will bo despatched with unusual celerity.
The chief subjects of interest, he thinks, wlil be tho
financial question and the lunding of tlie public
debt.

Trade Statistics for July.
Monthly roporc No. 1, scries of 1869-70, from the

Bureau of Statistics, now in press, shows the value
of domestic exports from the United States during
the month of July, 1809, to have been 135,433,835, of
which $'27,094,210 was of merchandise from Atlautlo
ports, $987,013 merchandise from Pacific ports,
$0,107,047 spcclo and bullion from Atlantic ports,
$1,245,559 speele and bullion from Pacific ports.the
whole, reduced to gold values, amounting to
$28 '291,117.
Tho principal artlc'e3 of export were:.Wheat,

$5 900,108; flour, $2,240,160; raw cotton, $1,274,015;
sporting guns, $033,451; petroleum, $3,315,098; bacon
and haras, $S48,232; lard, $403,773; pork, $259,822;
cheese, $1,119,065; leaf tobacco, $4,106,500.
The present account contains the new classifica¬

tion of domestic exports, the commodities specified
numbering twice as many as In previous years.
Total imports during the month, $37,004,880; dutia¬
ble, $34,928,000; free of duty, $2,679,886; entered for
consumption, $20,931,084; entered warehouso,
$10,073,202; brought in Amorlcan vessels, $10,238,691 ;
in foreign vessels, $27,300,295. Ihe principal arti¬
cles imported were:.Silver com. $056,129; cofiee,
$1,207,859; chemicals, drugs and dyes, $649,690;
manufactures of flax, $1,262,109; hides and skins,
$1,125,786; railroad bars or rails, $896,471; silk and
manufactures, $2,838,645; torown sugar, $5,082,635;
molasses, $1,443,228; tea, $087,290; tin and manufac¬
tures, $835,650; wood and manufactures, $1,382,601 ;
wool, $614,012; woollen dress goods, $2,011,421. The
total value of re-exports was $1,747,290, of which
$833,927 was gold and silver coin.
The statements of Imports, exports and re-exports

show the transactions under these respective headu
for the month of July, 1K83, and for the seven months
ending the same, compared with the corresponding
periods of 1864.
The total tonnage of vessels engaged in the foreign

trade during tho month was:.Entered, 1,020,704;
cleared, 1,028,034. The entrances and clearances at
the six principal ports were as follows:.

Entered. Cleared.
New York 294,052 aoi 7«
Boston 75,849 78,202
Kim Francisco 42,963 43,345
Philadelphia- 20, la.t 23,338
Baltimore 81, 523 19,638New Orleans 8,303 13,362
Land Surveys In Arizona.Interesting Dis-

comic* of Extinct Utiocs.
The General Land Odlce has received returns of

the survoy of the township and section lines of five
townships on tho CJlla river, In Southern Arizona,
containing 105,252 acres of agricultural and grazing
lands, bearing evidence of having been formerly
under a high state or cultivation for centuries, and
abounding In ruins of olaboratc and sometimes mag-
nuiccnt structures, together with relics of obliterated
races, possessing consldcrablo Knowledge of tho arts
and manufactures, among tue most extensive or
he ruins being those called Casa Grande, about two
miles southwest of the junction of the east and south
channels of the .Gila river. These townships em¬
brace tho growing towns of AdamsvUle and Florence,
on tho Fort Yuma and Fort Grant wagon roads, as
well na numerous productive farms and pastures,
well stocked with cattle and stieep.

Custom House Receipt*.
The receipts from customs Trotn October l to 9, In¬

clusive, were as follow^;.
Koston *543,934 35
New York 3,432,317 45
Philadelphia 220,470 07
Baltimore 207,511 90
Sau Francisco, Sept. 25 to Oct. 2 209,406 34

Total *4,079,706 71
Hintiuncry Contrary Awnnlcil.

The contracts ror furnishing stationery ror the
Senate of the United states (luring the ensuing year
havo beeu awarued to several liruis or thlB city, New
York and Philadelphia.

Personal.
Reveray Johnson made his appearance In tho

Supreme Court to day. He comes here to argue
some cases to come before the court.

UNITED STATES 8UPREME COURT.
Tlio Ypryer Case.Point* of the Attorney
General.Argument of Counsel lor the Peti¬
tioner.

WASHINGTON, Oct. 1ft, I860.
Ex parte EdxoaM M. Verger It tills caso to¬

day Mr. Phillips opened the argument ror the
petitioner. He said the petitioner, on the 22d uay
of July, 1869, nied his petition in tho Clroult Court
of the United states ror the Southern district
of Mississippi, setting forth that ho was a citi-
eon of the said State, in no wise connected with
the military service of tho United States; that lie
was then held in custody for trial before a military
commission for an offence alleged to have been com¬
mitted "against tho peace and dlsrnlty of the state,"
and praying for tho writ of habeas corpus, that the
legality of his commitment may be inquired into.
The writ was Issued, and on the 22d of July he was

produced in open court by 11 revet Major General U.
8. Granger, whereupon it was ordored by the Court
that "tho said Edward M. Ycrgor be placed In the
custody ol tho Marshal of tho Southern district of
Mississippi, to be by him held and dotained In cus¬

tody until tho further order and Judgment of the
court." Afterwards, the causo coming on to be
heard, the following entry was made:.
The Court, therefor*, accordingly adjii<lge» that the lm>

jn wonineni of Urn pileoner for tb* cauiee In the return to tbe
writ ot hklK'HK eorpue, lu the ca*« Ml forth, are autUclent
raime and warrant In law for hii detention by until li ranger.
It la, therefore, ordeiod that Ibe writ Tie dlemlesed hii.i iho
prisoner he remanded to the custody of «sid Brcret Majoriieneral K. H. (Irangcr, to ho by blrn held and detained In
niatody for Uit purpoaee and to uniwer to the charge at let
forth In the return of aalii Granger.
On these facts the petitioner rounds his appilca-

turn to tuft ooxtn tot the writ of habeas corpus,
aided by a certiorari. And first, aa to the

JURISDICTION.
The fourteenth section of the Mt of 1789 provides

that tbe several coorta of the United States
Hh All hare power to luue tbe writs of scire facias, habeas

carpus and all other writ* not specially provided for by the
statute which inay be necessary to the exercise of their
respective jurisdictions, agreeably to the principle* ami
usages of law anil thai either of tbe Justices of the HupreineCourt, as well as tbe Judges of tbe Dlntrlct Court, shall have
Bower to grant tbe wilt of habeas corpus for the purpose of
an Inquiry Into tlie cause of tbe commitment, provided that
writs of habeas corpus shall In no cases extend to prisoners
iu inil unless they are lu custody under or liy color of tha
authority of the united Stale*, or are committed for trial
before »m if eourt ot the same, or are necessary to be brought
into court to testify.
This statute at an early day was discussed before

this court, and it was then held: 1. That the res¬
trictive words "necessary to the exercise of their
respective jurisdictions" did not apply to the wilt of
habeas corpus. a. That the proviso extended to the
whole section. 3. That where the commitment was

by an Inferior court of tbe United States, this court,
in tne exercise of Its appellate Jurisdiction, could
issue the writ to inquire Into the cause of the com¬
mitment. (Ex parte Bolraan. 4 Or., 101.)

lu ex parte Crane, which was an application for
a mandamus, it was iusisied by Judge Baldwin.

"That mere were but two cases In which the appel¬
late Jurisdiction could be exercised, to wit, appeals
and writs of error; and that the writ of mandamus
contains no order to remove a cause or any pro¬
ceedings therein to the court Issuing It, nor has It
this effect." But the decision of the Court was that
a "mandamus to an Inferior court of the United
States Is in the nature of appellate Jurisdiction. That
in England it is awardod by the Chancellor, but in
tbe United States it Is expressly conferred on this
court, wlilcii exercises both common law and chan¬
cery powers, is invested with anpellate powers and
excrclses extensive control over all the courts of the
United States." It is therefore apparent that tne
cxerclse of the appellate power is not limited to
any particular form; where the object is to revise a
judicial proceeding the mode is wholly immaterial,
and a writ or habeas corpus or mandamus, a writ
of error or an appeal may lie used, as the Legislature
may prescribe. (2 Htory, Comm. Con., 670.)
When the uatieaB corpus is used It may not be,

strictly speaking, a power of revision, which in¬
cludes properly tbe power to affirm or reverse the
Judgment, and so establish or destroy it, bt>t a power
to arrest the execution of a void judgment; It nets
directly on the effect of the judgmeut, and collate¬
rally on tne Judgment Itself. lnBolman's case the
Chief Justice says:.
The ijueBllon whether tbo individual shall lie imprisoned is

always distinct from tbo question whether bo shall be con¬
victed or acquitted of the char:;u on which be is to be tried,and therefore ibo questions are separated and may lie tried
ill dlllerent courts. '1'he decision that the Individual shall be
Imprisone I nuut always precede tbo application for the writ
of habeas corpus, aud this writ must r. lways bo for the pur¬
pose of revising that deel lion, and therefore appellate iu its
nature. t4 <. r., 101.)
So In ex parte Metiger Justice McLean says:.
It may be admitted there is some refinement In denominate

lug that an appellate power which Is exerrlsod through the
Instrumentality of a writ of habeas corpus. In this form
nothing more can be examined Into than the legality of the
.ommitment. lu criminal cases this Court can have no re¬
visory power over the decisions of the Circuit Court; and
yet, as appesrs from the cases cited, "the cause of commit¬
ment in mat rourt" may be exr.mlned in this on h writ of
habeas corpus, an this is done by the exercise of appsllato
power. (6 How., lid.)

It may be said that the "canso of the commit¬
ment" iu not to bo found lu the action or the Circuit
Court now under consideration; that this Court
only remanded Inui to the custody in widen it louud
him.
Our answer 13 that when Yergor filed his petition

claiming that his Imprisonment was In violation of
the constitution, he then Instituted a suit; there was
tueu a case arising under the constitution to winch 1 lie
Judicial power uttuches; and when a Judgment is
rendered denying the right claimed the appellate is
properly involved. (2 story 0. C., 4B5-«.)In tne celebrated case of Yates vs. the People(4 JoUn), Yates, who had been imprisoned for cou-
tsmpt by the chancellor, applied to the SupremeCourt for a habeas corpus. On the return to the
writ tUe Court held the return to be good, and
remanded him into custody, whereupon lie sued oik
uls writ or en or. A most elaborate discussion was
had as to the character aud effect of this judgment
or order. A majority or the Court held "that tne
question brought up on a writ or habeas corous
was, is the prisoner legally imprisoned V ir the
Court decide in the aiilnuative the deprivation of
liberty contiuues. la not this a final decision
or the case, and uoes it not deprive the
party of the remedy he solicits? But admit¬
ting It Is not technically a Judgment, yetit clearly comes within the definition of
coke. It is an award, in the nature or a judgment.
And as a habeas corpus is in the nature or a writ or
error, ao is tlie determination upon it In tne nature
of ajudgmouu" The same question has been con¬
sidered by this Court. Holmes was arrested by Gov¬
ernor Jeumson, of Vermont, who ordered him to be
sent to Canada to answer an indictment, lie appliedlor habeas corpus to the Supreme Court of the .State,and, on coming in or the return thereto, was re¬
manded to custody. A writ or error was sued out
to tins court under the twenty-fifth section or tbo
Judiciary act, and it was held by the Chief Justice,
wlioae opinion was coucurred 111 by story, McLean
and Wayne, Justices that this was a "ilnai Judg¬ment" in a "i»ult" w»_''tn the meaulng of tins sec-
tlou. Catron, Justice, delivered a separate opinion,in which he concurred iu tins view, uud oil thm point
of the case Baldwin, Justice, alone dissented.

In a very recent case the question was presented
under the twenty-second sectiou, wnen the Court,
speaking through Kelson, Justice, declared that no
doubt was entertained that the judgment was a llnal
judgment, and that the only objection to the juris¬
diction was the waut of the property value required
by that section. (Pratt vs. Fitznugli, 1 Black,272.) Tbe same principle was applied in the cahe of
Weston vs. Tho City or Charleston. (2 J'et., 41tt.)
Prohibition was applied Tor to prevent tne collection
of an unconstitutional tax. This was refused ami
tlie refusal was held to be a final judgment 111 a suit.
We turn back to the case In re Kaiue, decided in

14 How., 10a, Kaine, u fugitive from Great Britain,
was arrested by the Commissioner or the United
States. He applied to tho Circuit Court for a habeas
corpus, and ou return thereto was remanded to cus¬
tody. Thereupon lie applied to this court ror a
habeas corous and certiorari. The question of juris¬diction.though, as it would seem, was not made at
the bar.was raised very diatiuctiy by Judge Curtis.
no cjihc id miiy considered as to tsie lacta, and
tho opinion or Hie Court, delivered by Judge Catron,and concurred in oy McL.eau, Oner and Wayne, Jus¬
tices. thus concludes:."We refuse tlie motion ou ita
merits. We are not disposed, under the circum¬
stances, to exercise the jurisdiction of tlie court."
(P. in.) Judge Curtis Btieuuoualy insisted t lint t no
court had 110 Jurisdiction, on the ground that t.io
action ot ttio Circuit Court was not "tlie causo of tlie
commitment".that it created no new cause, but
simply declared tlie existing cause to bo sutllcietit.
Tins argument Is combatcd by Judge iNelson. who,
after reviewing all tne cases theretofore decided,
says:.

'the whole cuso was la that court, and pending the examl-
iialioi) l||o prisoner Is detained, nut on tne original warrant,but under tlie aulhorlt/ of tlie writ of habeas corpus. The
wnl wlilla the pr.ui'C iin.i under It aru (lending and lliu mile
keeping of the prisons.- aro entirely uuuur lUe direction i»jii
iuglt. (P. 134.)

Tliia opimoa is vary emphatically approved by the
ChieV Justice and Justlco Daniel.

Attain, in ex parte Wells (18 How,, 307).decided
as late an H&5. Wells, who had been convicted of
murder, received a pardon iroin the President, com¬
muting lua sentence to imprison nent for liie. lie
petitioned the Circuit Court of this district for a
habeas corpus, claiming that the pardon was abso¬
lute and tiio condition void. On hearing ol the
return the circuit Court dismissed the writ and
remanded him to custody, on his application to
title ooiut lor a habeas corpus ail the Judges, except
Curtis aud Canp bell, Justices, assumed jurisdiction
ai.d deuicd tlie writ ou the merits, lu hi* dUscutmgopinion Judgo Curtis says:.
In Katnn'a ca«o I examined with care tlie jurisdiction of

thli Court to laaue writi or habeas corpus to inquire Into tlie
cause of commitment. 1 then came lu the conclusion that U»L
mere fact that the Circuit Court iiad examined the came oP
commitment and rsfuseJ to discharge the priaoner did not
onable thia Court, l.y a writ of habeas corpus, to re-cianiino
tlie same cauae oi commltinenl. Though subsequent reflec¬
tion has cunflrmod the opinion then formed. I itiould have
acquiesced in the jurisdiction aaaumed in this case if a ma¬
jority of the Court In Kalne's cane had decided contrary to

my opinion. Bui the rjueatlou naa then left undecided, and
In thla caae, for the tlrat time, In my judgment, haa jurisdic¬tion been aaaumed on the ground that aa the Circuit Court hai
had the priaoner before it and hue remanded blm, tbla Court,by writ of habcaa corpua, may examlns that decision and seewhether it be erroneous or not.
This case, then, even in the opinion of Jurt?e Cnr-

tls, llnally settled the question luvolvcd la the pro-
sent application. But the facts now before us autho¬
rize us to proceed one stop further. H will bo seen
by the argument of Judge Curtis in Kalne'a ease that
he mainly rests his domal of the Jurisdiction on the
grouud that the ' custody of the prlsduer was at no
time chaugod." He admits "that when a prisoner
is brought into court under the habeas corpus he is
In the power and control of the court; but unloss the
court makes some order changing the custody, It
remains. The court may In some cases admit to
baH, and may also take order for the future produc¬tion of tlie prisoner without bail; but lu all cases,until the court make some order chamilug the cus¬
tody, either for the care or security of the prisoner,the original custody continues. In this case no order
was made." It would seem, therefore, that the pivo¬tal question of jurisdiction, in the opinion of JudgoCurtis, is whether there has been mi order of theCircuit Court changing the custody. Now, byturiiiug to me euiry made In this case, It will bofound that when tho prisoner was produced muterthe writ, the Court ordered that "the said Kd wardM. Yerger oe placed in custody of the Marshal oftiio Southern District of Mississippi, to be by himheld ami detained in custody until ihe further orderuikI Judgment of tlie Court." It was i>y i lie judgmentof the Court, that the custody thus held by the Mar¬shal was transferred to that or the military authori¬ties, and so, In niaiutaluiiiK tho jurisdiction of thecoi'rt, in tho present application, we are fortifiedwith the opinions of all tne Judges oi tnis court sinceits organization, saving only that of Judge Baldwin.Wo scarcely deem It necessary to considerIhe effect oi the act of 8th of February lsurThis did not In anywise operate a rcpual of the pio-v IsIons of the act of 17' w, but was passed for thedeclared purpose of conferring "additional autho¬rity." The act of l*«s, which took away the rightto an "appeal" given by It did not affect the appel¬late power of this Court t»y means of the habeas cor¬
pus under tho act oflTM. It is sufficient on this
point to refer to the decision made at tho last
term
Counsel seem to auDuoae that If effect be slven to lbs re

peallnf kct In qneetlon that tt>« whole appellate povrer of the
court In caws of babul oorpua la defeated. Hut Hit* la an
t-rror ; the act of 1W8 does not except from that jurlsdictlou
any cases but appeals Irom Circuit Courts uuder tbe act of
1847. It does not affect the jurisdiction which baa been pro-
rloualy exercised. (Ex parte McCardle, 7 Wall., 615).

FINALLY.
As to the argument ab in cmvententt we are con-

teut to use the language or Mr. J uittca Nelson;.
It ban been argued tbat great inconvenience would arise

If ihe writ of habeas corpus could Utile from tbls Court into
any part of the Union to brini; up a prisoner on a petition
that he wai Illegally restrained of liberty under the authority
of the United State*, as liio proceeding mint be attended with
delay and expense, by reason of the i;reat extent of our terri¬
tory. Hm it must he' remembered thut Id the case of a rinht

of property luvolved, dependent upon the laws o! tbe Union,
and a decision against It, the party against whom a decision
bad Keen wade Id a Mate oouit, however small tbe amount in
controversy, is entitled to a writ of error to this Court. And
1 am yet to learn that the right of tbe liberty of tne citlten Is
not as dear to him and entitled to be guarded with equal
care by the constitution and laws u the right of properly,notwithstanding the supposed inconvenience. Such has here¬
tofore been tha iiructlcc, as we hare seen the opinion in this
Court when dealing with the writ In question, and 1 will sim¬
ply odd. In the language of Chief Justice Denman, In the case
of the Canadian prisoners, "that it Beemeto me that we
would be tampering with tins greot remedy of the subject If
we did nut say that we would abide hy the practice we find
and deal with this as It has bean formerly dealt with." (In re
Kalne, 14 How., 125.;

POINTS OK TIIB ATTORNEY GENERAL.
First i\>lru.'The Supreme Court of the United

States can grant a writ of habeas corpus ad snbjtici.
eudum only lu the exercise of its appellate jurisdic¬
tion, unil by means of such writ can revise only the
proceedings oi those tribunals over which and in
roBpect to which it has appellate control and author¬
ity. The leading CAse upon this subjcct is ex parte
liolman and swartwout (l Cranch, 75), who had been
committed by the Circuit Court of the District of
Columbia on a charge of treason against the United
States. The only point of difficulty in that case was
upon the construction of the fourteenth section of
the Judiciary act of September 24, 1789 (1 Statutes,
81), which provides:.
That all the before-mentioned courts ol the United 8tates

(Supreme Court, Circuit Court and District Court- shall ha\ »
power to issue writs of scire facia*, habeas corpus and all
other writs not specially provided for by statute which may

be necessary for the exercise of their respective jurisdictions
anil agreeable to the principles and usages of law. And that
either of the justices of the Supreme Court, as well as the
judges of the District Courts, shall have power to grant writs
of habeas corpus for the purpose ot an inquiry into tbe cause

of commitment, provided that writs of habeas corpus shall in
no case extend to prisoners lu ja.ll, unless where they ore in

custody under or by color of tho authority of the United
Stales, or are committed lor trial before noui.' court of Ihe
tame, or are necessary to be brought into court to testify.

It was held that by the sound construction of this
section the power to awanl writs of habeas corpus
lu ortler to examine Into ttie cause of commit ment is

given to the Supreme Court, and tho argument was
rejected that the restrict, ve words of the llrst sen¬
tence of the section, "which may be necessary to the
exerclso of their respective jurisdictions," limited

I the power to the award of such writs of habeas cor¬
pus as are necessary to enable the courts of the
united states, mentioned In the act, to exercise their
respective jurisdictions In some cause which they
are capable ol Anally deciding. To the objection that
an inquiry by habeas corpus into the cause of com¬
mitment in a criminal ease wa« an exercise of original
jurisdiction in a case not within the constitutional
grant of original jurisdiction to the Supreme Court,
Chief Justice Marshall replied:. "The jurisdic¬
tion which the court is now asked to exer¬
cise is clcurly appellate. it is the re¬
vision of a decision ot an ln'.erior cour', by
which a citizen has been committed to Jail." Before
tho ease of lioliuau and Swartwout, tno Court had
issued writs ol habeas coipus in two cased of com¬
mitment for crliutual offences. The first was the
Unite ! States vs. Hamilton u Dallas, 17), in which
tho prisoner was charged with high treason, a capi¬
tal oirence, ana had been committed upon a warrant
of tho District Judge of Pennsylvania. The prisoner
was admitted to bail. The thirty-third section or
the Judiciary act (l Stat., 91,) authorized tins. Tne
second was iluford's case (,i crauch, 418), where tho
party had been committed by a defective warrant of
certain justices of the peace, and brought before
the Circuit Court of tho District of Columbia on
habeas corpus, which, after hearing, passed au
order, given in full by Mr. Justice Curtis, lu K nine's
case (14 How., 124), remanding tho prisoner to jail
until lie entered into a recognizance to ke?p tne
peace. It was under this order of the Circuit Court
that Buford was imprisoned when lie petitioned the
Supreme Court for a writ of Habeas corpus.
Alter Bolman and Swartwout, the case next In

order is ex parte Kearney (7 W'heaton, 88), which
was an application for Habeas corpus by a prisoner
lu custody under a commitment of tho Circuit Court
ol the District of Columbia for contempt as a wit¬
ness. The Court said two questions arose.First,
wnether this Court lias aittnority to Issue it habeas
corpus where a porson is in jail under a warrant or
order of any otner court of the United States; sec¬
ondly, whether, if it have, a case is made out to jus¬
tify the exercise of such an authority. "As to the
llrst. question, it is unnecessary to say more titan
that the point has already passed in rem. judlcuium
In this court." The writ was reiused, however, on
the ground lhat the writ was not a proper remedy in
case of commitment for contempt by a court ot com¬
petent j urisd ic tion.
Ex parte V\ atkina (3 Peters, 193) was the case or a

pusoner In jail in the District or Columbia, under a
judgment oi the Circuit Court m a criminal prosecu¬
tion. The application ror the writ was retused on
the ground that the Judgment was of a court or gen¬
eral ana linat criminal jurisdiction, and justified the
Imprisonment.
Ex parte Watlclns (7 Peters, 608) was the case of a

party in custody uuuer writs of capias ad satisfa¬
ciendum, issued out or the Circuit Court or the Dis¬
trict oi Columbia, ana the ground ot tlic application
was that the Marshal had not brought him into
court on tho return day of the writs, hut detained
him lu prison contrary to the *Utu(u of Maryland.
On ihe question or jurisdiction the Court said:.
The question turns on this, whether It is an exercise of

original or appellate jurisdiction, if it he the former then,
ns the present Is not one ot the eases In which the constitu¬
tion aiiow*i this Court to exerclso original jurisdiction, the
writ must he denied, It the latter, then a m.iy bo awarded,
since the aot of 17b9, lection fourteen, lias clearly authorized
the Court to Issue It. The award of the capias must be con-
slderc as the act of tho Circuit Court, It being judicial pro¬
cess Issuing under the authority of the Court. If the Court
should, upon the hearing, aecido that the capias ad satis¬
faciendum jiiKtities tbe present detainer, and xbould remand
the prisoner, It would ho clearly an exercise of appellate
lurisdiction, for It would he a revision aud couUnnation of
tbe act of tho Court below.
George Holmes, plaintiff in error, vs. Silas n, Jen-

nison ei. ai. (14 Peters, 640.1.A writ of habeas cor¬
pus was, on the petition ol George Holmes, issued
by tho Supreme Court of Vermont, and on me return
thereto by the sheriff, stating ihe warraut or the Gov¬
ernor to be the cause or his detention, he was
remanded by the Court. Holmes prosecuted a writ
of error lo the Supreme Court of the United states.
Tiie writ oi error was dismissed, the Court being
equally divided.

fcx pane iturry nuvitrui o»j.. hub wan a peti¬
tion i>y an alien for n habeas corpus to obtain tlio
custody of tiis infant child. 'The application," said
tliu Court, "in eirect seeks the exercise of original
jurisdiction la tho matter upon w Inch it is founded/'
The writ was refused.
Ex purte Dorr (3 Howard, 103) was an application

for the writ by a party Imprisoned ou Stale procew;
but tho Court refused it.

Jiarry vs. Merclen el al. (6 Howard, 103) was a case
brought up by writ of error to the Circuit court of
the Southern District of New YorK, iu winch (lie Cir¬
cuit Court refused to grant a writ ol habeas corpus
prayed for by a lather to take his inlatit child out of
the custody of its mother. It wa# held that the
Supreme Court hud uo appellate power In the case,
and the writ was dismissed for want of jurisdiction.
Meizer's case (0 Howard, 170,) was that of an appli¬

cation for the writ of a prisoner committed to tlio
custody of the Marshal by the District Judge, at lus
chambers, under the French treaty of extradition.
This Court refused the writ on (lie ground tnat there
Is uo form lu which an appellate power can be exer¬
cised by it over the proceedings of a district judgo
at ins chambers. "He exercises a special authority,
and the law has made no provision for the revision
of his Judgment. It cannot be brougut before the
District or Circuit Court; consequently cannot, in ilia
nature of an appeal, be brought before tins court.
The exercise ot an original Jurisdiction only could
roach such a proceeding, and this has not been given
by CoDgress if they have not the power to confer it."

Iu re Kalne (14 Howard, 103), a prisoner commit¬
ted iiy a United States Commissioner, under the
liriliHli extradition treaty, applied to I lie Circuit
Court of the United States ror ttie ;-outheru District
or New York for a writ or habeas corpus, which was
granted; and upon a hearing before the district
Judge presiding in that court the prisoner was re¬
manded to the custody of the marshal. He then
presented a petition to the circuit jud.'o, addressed
to the justices of the supreme Court, for
a writ of habeas corpus. A motion was
also made in the Supreme Court for writs or
haueas corpus and certiorari, and one questlou
argued was, in the language of Mr. Justice Nelson,
whether "the prisoner was or was not held in con¬
finement under the order ol tho Circuit Court,'' or
wnether the decision of the circuit Court was "the
cause of commitment." For If It was, It was admit¬
ted that this court had jurisdiction to Inquire Into
It; and if it was not, the decision of the Circuit
Court was not withm the exigency of the writ,
formed no part or It's sutyect Batter, and was not
within the appellate control of the supreme Court.
The application was denied on the merits.
Ex purte William Wells (18 How., 307).Wells was

Convicted of murder before the Criminal Court of
the county of Washington, In the District of Colum¬
bia, and sentenced to be huug. The Pnwldout
granted "a pardon of the oirence of which Uo was
convicted, upon condition that he be imprisoned
during his natural life.that. Is, the sentence of
death Is hereby commuted to Imprisonment for life
in the Penitentiary of Washington"-aud Wells
accepted the pardon with the condition. Wells
applied to the Circuit Court lor a writ, of habeus
corpus, which wus granted, and that Court, after a
hearing, remanded him lo the Penitentiary. Wells
then petitioned the Supreme Court for a writ of
habeas corpus. wlucU was denied.
Ex narte MlHigan (4 Wall., 2) came before the

Supreme Court upon a certificate of » division iW
opinion between the judges of the Circuit court,
ami arose uuder the act of March 3, iho;i (12, stat.,
7f>:>), and has no application to the case ut bar.
Eix parte McCardle (0 Wall., 818) wm a motion to

dismiss an appeal from the, Circuit. Court of the Dis¬
trict. of Mississippi, under the act of February 6,
1867 <H Stat., Sk6). This rigid of appeal was taken
away by tlx? act of Murrh 27, 18(17 (lu Stat., 44). (Ex
pane McCardle, 7 Wall, 60<i )?

it abundantly appears lrom the foregoing case*
that to bring a case wlthm the appellate jurisdiction
of tills court, iu tlie sense requisite to enable It to
sward the writ of lUbeas corpus under the Judiciary
act, it in necessary that the commitment should ap¬
pear to have lieeu by a tribunal whose decisions are
subject to revision by this Court. This court has
never granted this writ when the prisoner was not
at the time he petitioned for It in confinement under
an order of a Couft wnnse proceedings can be re¬
vised by the Supreme Court.
sevmut Jpotiu.-.'This Court cannot cxcrciso anyappellate conttol by auut.ii, wilt ol oiroror any

other proroeoing over the military commiwlon by
virtue of w,hose sentence the petitioner is impris¬
oned, nor baa the Court power In any form or by
any procedure to revue the proceedings of that
commission in the case of the petitioner.

1. This Court has appellate power only In cases
provided lor by Congress (Dnrrouxaean vs. United
Btates, o Cranch, 307) and Congrees has not provi¬
ded by law for a review i>y this court of the acts and
proceedings of this cr any other military commis¬
sion exer>islni Jurisdiction under the authority or
color oi authority of the United states. Kvery exist¬
ing statutory regulation of the appellate power of
Una Court excludes and excepts lrom that Jurisdic¬
tion eases adjudicated by such trtbunals.

2. Hut independently of this, whatever jurisdiction
wan poaaeaseu by this military commission wan not a
part of that Judicial power which la defined in the
third article ol the constitution, and, therefore, this
court coulu and can have no appellate control or
authority over that body.
Congrcu mint nut only or4aln ami establish Inferior marts

wllUIn a Stain, mid iirui'crlbe their jurlidtetlon, but tin' jiiduea
appointed to aduilnliter tliem nnut |)'>iiaeaa the constitutional
tenure of otllce before they can become lnveide-1 with any
portion of the judicial power of the Union. There l« no ex¬
ception to thl* rule In the constitution.. Benner vs. Porter, tf
How., 144. Insurance Company vs. Canter, t Pet., MS.
The appellate power of this court cannot extend

beyond the action of Inferior courts established by
Congress to take original jurisdiction under the con¬
stitution, and wnteii exercise judicial power therein
conferred..Uulted States vs. Ritchie, 17 How., 633.
Third itofrU.. The addressing a writ ol habeas

corpus to the Military Commander in Mississippi
would lie an exercise of original and not of appel¬
late jurisdiction by this court. He does not hold tho
petitioner under any order or decree of the circuit
Court, but b| military power. The order of the Cir¬
cuit Court merely left tho matter as it fouud It. The
Military commander could discharge the prisoner at
his pleasure notwithstanding Uo action of the Cir¬
cuit Court.
fourth Paint..The habeas corpus issued with the

certiorari, a* an adjunct of the appellate power, Is
only permitted where the custody of the prisoner Is
an essential part of the judgment or decree from
which the appeal is taken.
fifth I'uint.Tne repeal by the statute of March

27, 1888, of so much oi the act of February 6, 1867,
as granted appellate power to this Court in cases of
(his nature was Intended aud should be construed
as taking away not the whole appellate power In
cases of habeas corpus, but the appellate power in
cases to which that act applied, ft did uot mean
merely to substitute a cumbrous and lnconrenieut
form of remedy for a direct aud slinplo one. (l£x
parte McCardle, 7 Wallace, &oa.)
Sixth jpoltu.The statute of 1807, providing for

military government in Mississippi, necessarily sus¬
pended the writ ol habeas corpus in that state,
which it was within the clear constitutional autho¬
rity of Congress to do.
The Attorney General having argued that the re¬

peal of the act of 1807 was also a repeal of all statutes
conferring Jurisdiction of the sub|ect of habeas cor¬
pus on tliisc ourt, asked If there was any one who
would have the courage to assert that such was uot
tho intention of Congress.
In reply to this Mr. Carlisle, for the petitioner,

said that as a citizen he confessed there was no
means of determining what Congress might have
intended to do; but it wa3 certainly dlfllcalt to tell,
when Congress had come Into court aud seized upon

a cause sub judice and strangled It, what might not
have been tne Intention, uut us a lawyer it was
easy to say what Congress really had done by apply¬
ing the ordinary rules oi Interpretation. And by
such means he found that Congress, by the act of
1868, repealed only tiie statute ol 1807, which had
given special jurisdiction iu certain cases in addi¬
tion to tho jurisdiction before existing. Tho four¬
teenth section or the Judiciary act was uuuilected
by the repealing act or 1>63, aud it was
under the provisions of that section that
this proceeding was instituted, ami not under the
act of 1867, as contended by the Attorney General,
lie had heard no argument whlcii had in the least
shown that this court was without jurisdiction
under tho Judiciary act, and he would be Inexcusa¬
ble in long detaining tne court in insisting upon a
jurisdiction which It had reiterated and reatilnned
time and time again.
Mr. Carlisle spoke briefly and without notes, mak¬

ing the argument of the Attorney General the basis
of lUs remarks. Tae excitement at first caused bythe proceedings seems to have greatly subsided, but
few spectators having sat out the argument of
to-day.
The venerable Thomas Ewing, ot Ohio, was

present until the argument closed, aud appeared to
be niucti interested.

Interesting l'uteut (!uc>
No. 140..Locicwoo t, complainant, os. M >n?y ct

at., Appellants.Appeal from th; Circuit Court or
Massachusetts..The interest involveJ in this ease la

a patent, upon reissue, for a syringe, assi^ued to tiie
coainluiuam in August, 1S65, which, it is alleged,
lias been Infringed by the appellants. The answer
is that the original patentees were not the lirst in¬
ventors of the Improvement claimed; a denial that
they ever had auy exclusive possession, in fact or la
law, under the original or the reissued patent, and
an averment that the complainant has long acqui¬
esced in the public and general use of the Invention.
The Judgment below was for the complainant, and
the cause thence came here.
In the original description of the improvement

patented, denominated the "Evening Syringe,"
the patentee claimed to have invented a
syringe huviug an elastic sac, with flexible tubes,
terminal g in valve boxes, containing valves
arrunged lor the purpose of reduction and rejection
when the sac tube# are in the same, or noarly the
same, axial line. The appellants claim mat these
devices, with precisely the same arrangement, are
combined in what is called the barrel syringe, as
shown by testimony und exhibit In the case. The
claim in the reissued patent described a syringe
having "an elastic bulb, or chamber, ilextbie tubes
und a suitable valvular arrangement." The appel¬
lants insist, that both the "barrel syringe" and the
"Thein syringe" fall within the description, and
evtdene and exhibit arc adduced intending to show
that the patentees had been anticipated In every
particular claimed by them in respect of both the
original and reissued patents. Tne claim In the re¬
issued patent is asserted to be broader than the
invention us originally uescrlbed, and, as a matter of
low, therefore, void. It Is furtaer Insisted that as
the original patent was neither "inoperative nor
invalid," nor the speculation defective or insu:ii-
cieut, the reissue was without authority of law. and
that the patentee's claim is substantially, if not
technically, for a combination of old parts, and
not for an invention. It is the arrangement or
organization wntch is new, it anything, and not the
invention. Syringes containing all that is claimed
as the liiveuiioti or the patentee were long before
known and used in this country. The appellee cites
and comments on sixteen different Kinds of syringes,
among which were those issued by the appellant
us prior inventions of the same improvement, to
show ihot ihc claim was wholly unlike that of any
former patent. The question of laet as 10 priority
01 invention and the record of evidence uro volu¬
minous.
Argued by II. F. Frende and Secretary Bout well

for the appellants, aud by Austin Urowae an i ii, n.
Curtis lor appellee. Secretary UoutwtU ciosul the
case lor tUe appellants.

.Iitrlndl tlon In Itluriiime Contract 4,
M>. 16;!. Steaming James E. Eagle, ImpleadM with

Barge F. Moore, Appellant, vs. Wm. E. Eraser,
Owner 0/ the Brig General Worth-Appeal from the
Ciicutt court for the Eastern District or Michigan
This libel 18 filed by the owner of the brig General
Worth, to recover damages doue to the brig white in
tow of the tug from the water between Lakes Huron
and St. Clair to Lake Erie. Both the tag and the
brig are American vessels. On the voyage the brig
was grounded on Peche Island reef, in the Detroit
river, on the ( anada side, and while grounded the
barge F. Moore, also in tow by the tug, at the same
liine, ran iuto her stern, doing the damage com¬
plained of. In the District Court below tne causa
was heard 011 tho merits, no question of Jurisdic¬
tion being raised, and was decided 111 favor of tne
libellants. it was then appealed to the Circuit Court,
but ou the hearing the claimant and appellant aban¬
doned his appeal on tne merits and based his
defence upon the want or jurisdiction 111 the
court, because the collision occurred on tho
Canada side of the boundary line. Tne deci¬
sion below was aillnned by Circuit, aud the
claimant appealed to this court, insisting that the
courts 01 the United States have no extra territorial
Jurisdiction, nor force to ireale lights in a roreign
territory. There is uo law iu Canada, where the
throng complained of was committed, which gives a
lien upon the vessel for the alleged damage. As the
admiralty lien is a "right in the thing''.Jus in re,
1101 jus ad rem. tlie lieu must depcud upon tho law
of the place where the alleged right occurred; and.
there being no law where tho damage occurred

Sivlng the lien there Is no such lieu, and the court
1 without Jurisdiction to establish It. The appellee

submits that although tlio jurisdiction of this court
&s to torts depends somewhat upon the locality, e(
as to contract it depends upon the pernor* {h9
subject matter and the nature or tho control and
this contract to tow the brig contains av elements of
a maritime contract. The defence ou the merits
being abandoned, and the Jurisdiction being estab¬
lished, it Is insisted that the decree should be
aiHrined. Tho argument Is still pending. J. S.
Newberry for tho appellant, W. A. Mooro and GeorgeU. jjiMjurd for appellee.

LOCAL INTELLIGENCE.
FSM. from a IH'ii.dinu..John Olesliait, a German,

thirty-five years of age, residing at 113 Knss Thirty-
seventh street, while at work on a building iu Madi¬
son avenue, near Thirty-fourth street, yesterday
afternoon, fell from the third story 10 the cellar, and
was badly injured.
Railroad Accident..John Mellon, aged thirty,

residing InNewburg, fell off one ot the Hudson lllver
Railroad cars at Klshklll yesterday afternoon, and
was sevorely Injured internally. He was placed on
the train and brought to this city, and removed to
the city Hospital by oiilccr fhompsou, of tho fluid
precinct.
Kesci'KD krom DROWNING..At half-past twelve

yesterday morning officers Olcott and lilrdsall, of
the Nineteenth precinct, rescued h woman from
drowning, named Maria Major, sixty-eight year* of
age, who had either fallep or Jumped oif tiie dock
on BlacKwells Island. She Was taken to the Work-
bouse, and died shortly tutor. Ihc Coroner was
noticed, aud will bold an inquest this inoruimr.

BROOKLYN REFORM.

.Hoetini of (be CHizcm' Reform Associa¬
tion.Tbe Lc^lalntors to be Appealed To.
Colonel Thorpe UIt«« His Views.
The regular weekly meeting, as caHcd for by th»>

ward delegates to the Reform Association, TTfW held
la-it evening at Phenix Hall, Court street. Mr. John
U. Hut was chosen chairman pro tern., and Mr.
Tobltt officiated an secretary. The assemblage was
exceedingly sparse lu point or numbers.

Mr. Fitzgerald offered a resolution authorizing
the transmission ol a letter to each 0/ the candidates
for the Legislature, asking them, lu case of election,
to use their Influence for the repeal of all commis¬
sions now imposed upon the government of the city
of Brooklyn, and to exert their Influence to restore
to tte city a charter giving to the people, through
their elected representatives, entire control ol the
municipal aifalrs. For the benefit of the oppressed
taxpayers a prompt and unequivocal answer is de¬
sired by the Kerorm Association.
The resolution was adopted.
Colonel Tuobp, in response to a call made upon

him for a speech, took his position on the platform,
and after asserting that his only object in joining
this association was the furtherance of the reform of
the evils which now oppress the municipal adminis¬
tration, he reviewed the late disgraceful scenes
enacted before the association. He would tight tins
light out whether nis fellow members were with hiiu
or not. The press ol Brooklyn had dealt uutainy by
tnc citizens lu this reform movement, and had ridi¬
culed them from lirst to last. This was alto¬
gether wrong, and was a discourtesy to the
gentlemen who favored reform aud met to
enforce it and were emitled to respect lor the sin¬
cerity of their views. He wanted to pull the lion's
skin otr these asses who control the city and show
them up to public obinjuy. Ihe Colonel took occa¬
sion to animadvert on the action of Mayor Kalb-
Ueiseh In calling lor the "previous Question" In the
meeting of the City board of Supervisors the other
night, when objection was made to the list of in¬
spectors and canvassers of election on the
ground that there was not a fair distribution
of tne unices among the republicans. Tins
was a disgraceful act, the speaker held,
aud could but result In the injury of the
men who perpetrated this injustice upon the minor¬
ity party iu this city. He endorsed heartily the letter
to tne legislators. The evil was of their creation.
Henry C. Murphy, Senator, could crush the whole
system of commission with the greatest ease, if ho
would, at any time lu Albany. Tne public servants
should carry out the will ol the people. Jle objected
to the term Permanent Water Hoard, it would not
lust as long as the Pyramids of lOgypt.4,000 years.
In his opinion the Water Board would bo
buried next spring, lie wanted I he monument
to bo erected iu uu old horse pond to their
memory, aud each resident throw a paving
stone upon the heap and there let It stand to com¬
memorate a fraud upon the pcop.e. The tax of lue
city was given as three aud a half per cent. So it
WM ul present, but why not include t lie increasing
expenses of these commissions, aud then it would
be seven per cent. Kven at three and a half per cent
was it not too much to absorb in taxes one-half ofthe interest upon a man's income r The fact wag,
these unprincipled politicians go 10 Albany and
slake out the cit> in placers, as the miners uo iu the
gold regions each one runs nis stake uud digs lor
hut gold.

ritosPECT park.
"Tho Prospect Park Commislon is the biggest

swindle ol the whole," the colonel said, '.llicy
have Old Abe Lincoln's siatue shut up there in a
big box, and It is to be opened with great display In

a lew dajs." The waste of money there is enough to
make in itself a revolution in this city, und is
enough to make the men engaged in carrying It out
leuve the city aud never como back. It cost lor tiie
purchase of the ground originally $48i>,uoo, and the
co.u of the interest on the debt on the
Park was now annually $500,00.), while It had
cost more, comparatively, taan had Central Park.
He wanted, lu brief, that the expenditures of the
commissioner* Idould be consistent with the re¬
sources ol the city aud not sink it iu dent.
A vote of thanks was returned the speaker upon

concluding his remarks. Mr. l'obitt read a paper
which he termed an luiportaut history of the associ¬
ation.
Captain Baxter spoke in favor of "doing some¬

thing" ana not being like "barney's bull's tall,"
which was always bemud time, or the politicians
would be ahead ol tfceui.
ihe meet.ng adjourned until Tuesday evening.

a* oa.s^ oklive.

.UcclinR of tlio Fat .Ilea's Antioclallsu Last
NigUt.A Hull to be -Started Rolling.

The second regular meeting of tlie Fat Men's Asso¬
ciation was hula last evening at the Hevero House.
Tills association Is composed of gentleineu who
must each weigh 200 pounds la order to be admitted
into the society, and already numbers about 23J
members, residing in various parts of the country.
The object of iho society Is to form a corpulent
brotherhood that shall give a clambake within tho
limits of Fairfield county, Conn., and a bail, each
year.
owing to the somewhat crowded condition of the

stieet cars and omnibuses, tho attendance of mem¬
bers at the meeting last night was limited to six;
these gentlemen toitumUely having started early
and by different routes converging near the rendez¬
vous. The meeting was announced for hall-past
eight, la order to afford sufficient ttme for tho fat
men to reach the hotel, but the us-ociatiou was not
called to order until a later hour, lu couscqueiice of ,considerable delay in getting tho President, Mr. J. A.

P. Ftsk, up stairs. Auotuer difficulty was encountered
in finding a room with a door of sufficient width to
admit the lngresw of members, but atter trying a few
rooms the proprietor of the hotel, Mr. Coe, who Is a
member or the association, kindly tendered las pri¬
vate apartments, the door of which had been made
expressly for himself. All unnecessary furniture
having been removed from the room, 1,530 pounds
or the association entered and was seated in six
chairs provided expressly lor the occasion. As soon
as the association had recovered its breath, alter
the exertions In behalf of the President, Mr. Pick,
the society was called to order, and tho secretary
announced that since tho preceding meeting eigh¬
teen gentlemen had added 4,611 pounds to the mem¬
bership. The-e heavy weights wore <;. Durfee, J'6;P. lie la, 205; W. Miller, 20 s: W. Trudgeon. 248; Mr.
1'rlnk, 200; J. A. Taylor, 223; D. C. McFilleld, 243:
F. J. Shleis, 210; J. llaggerty, 225; 1). Stewart, 350;
O. t assidy, 326, ami H. Fleming, 342. all of New
Torn; A. J. Wright, of Newark, 20«: S. W. Stout, of
Poughkeepsie, 3»8; C. C. Hoff, of poughkeepsie, 270,
O. Lyman, of White Plains, 235; a. k, itraekelt, of
New llaven, 220, and J. I. Hough, of Jersey ulty, 2.to.
The President reported that since the last meeting

he had succeeded In getiing to New Haven for the
purposo of interesting tho Connecticut fat men In
the association, and that a large number would
join, fie also stated that the representative of the
association in New Haven, Mr- Charles Bradley,
was discovered by him in the act of paring his
corns, and he deemed it proper to rccomm-n I Hint
jdr. Bradley bo weighed again, as the act referred to
was considered beyond the abilt'v of members.
Committees were then appointed to d rait by-laws

for the government of tho association and to mako
arrangements for a great ball af li ving Hall on the
2oth of Deceinoer. It whs ordered that complimen¬
tary tickets should be sent to the loading Journals,
aud tho Mayors of cities repre^euted tn lite associa¬
tion. Tho President gave notice that he would need
ten tickets. It is understood that ladles of the re¬
quired weight will each oe allowed to bring gentle¬
men with them to the ball aud vice ve m. The ball
will be opened with a promenade of the fat men, a
performance 011 the living trapeze by the President,
Mr. Fisk, and a grand inarch by a baud of foity
pieces. No base drum will be allowed. After appointing members of ihe association in various partsor the couutry agents to receive subscriptions for
membership the meeting adjourned.

ATIESUCI1 JOCKEY CUB.

Fool Selling l*na» Nl«br on the Entries for
To-Day'* fences.

There will be Ave race^ &t uj0 jCrome Far* to-dav.
The fl;at will he », nurJle race for a purse of $600,
handicap for all one mile and three-quarters,
over six h'^'lcs; the second, sweepstakes, for two
year ej^ onC nihe and one-eighth; the third, tho
ar^,tjai gweepstakes ror three year ioIJb, two tulles;
the fourth, ror all ages, two mile heats, for a purse
of $800; the fifth, handicap, for horses only tliat
have run during tho meeting, one mile and three-
quarters.

The lollowinor arc some of the largest pools sold
last evening l>y l>r. V'nderwood ai the Joe Key Club
rooms ami L»r. Johnson at Keiilv's restaurant:.

FIRST HACK.
r-Ko Umlrrwoi I. ,.By Johnton

Mitchell $150 1-5 130 160
Lobelia *6 St> *,6 l a ">
I.nilneuce 100 so W) , v5
llarry llooth wo 150 120 ks

SKCONO RACE.
Morris |5C0 MO 250 $36
ltelmoni -iio 100 120 vwo
Ninford 80 l'5 70 66
Lady I'etra 60 4."> 4<i ij
Harbinger (i'» i0 :i5 'jo
McDaniel 70 50 20 .o

THIRD HACK.
(ilene!g fiso 300 880 180
invercauld oo i:to lhft 76
Cottrail 60 lio lao 6^1
Veifticlua »o h.'i 40
Stanford 28 to no 8$
Mcurath 25 60 30 2J

SIOOND rack (with Moiris' entry out).
Helmont $69 Ijo 100 61
{laiDluger. JO 46 65 26
hanfoni 16 :io 20 as
l ady 'JO 40 25 20
McOaulel 12 26 ih 2>

COURTh race.
Ahdel Kador.. $80 160 09 125
legatee 30 06 40 60

riprn rack.
nutty $120 uoo 226 00
Ulnk 70 U» I'M 80

SUBURBAN UTTELLIQENCE,
NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City.
Stabrinu Affray At an early hoar yesterday

morning a German named Levis Kalin, residing aft
Ko. 46 Norfolk street, New York, was stabbed by 4
man named William Sheridan. The parties had been
attending a picnic at Mount Pleasant Par*. The
alleged assailant was taken before the Recorder, who
commlttea blm for trial.
Democratic County Convention..The Hudson

County Democratic Convention assembled yesterday
afternoon at the Philadelphia Hotel and made the
following nominations:.Por sheriff, Patrick Har¬
rington; County Clerk, John Kennedy; burroirate,
James O'Neill; Coroners, Dennis Burns, Martin Han-
ley and B. N. Crane. Aineas l'ltzpatrlcfc was elected
chairman and Klchard liarrlck secretary. The Con¬
vention was addressed by Leon Abbett, who stated
that the democratic party would be triumphant in
lmz Mr. Abbelt received the nomination lor tlia
Assembly ou ihursday night In the first district.

Newark.
Burolaries..About six o'clock yesterday morn¬

ing an attempt was made to force epen the jewelry
case or C. II. Brocksmitb, corner of Broad and
Market streets, but the burglar was put to flight
without taking away anything. Detective Smith
yesterday arrested Owen lteliiy, William O'Brien
and Patrick Burns, ou a charge of burglary at the
store oi Owen Liddy, No. 3o6 Walnut street. They
were committed lor trial.
Kailkoau Accident..A man, name unknown,

dressed lu a dark gray coat, mixed vest, black pan*
taloous and blue sailor's shirt, apparently about
thirty-live years of age, was killed on tne New JerseyKail road last evening by the twenty minutes past
seven train from Elizabeth for New York, i'he body
was brought to the Market atr et depot, Newark,
for ldenilllcation. Ho had forty cents on his personand a heavy plain gold ring on the utile linger of lua
left hand.
No Homicide After All..Some time sincc Wil¬

liam Wets, the keeper of a boarding house on Rail¬
road avenue. In this city, suddeuly disappeared,
leaving a quiet, industrious wife and live healthy
children to fake care of themselves. He was sup¬
posed to have been murdered, in consequence of a
dream to that effect which Mr». Weis had had
shortly after his departure. A few days ago a letter
came Iroin a friend in Philadelphia who had seen
Wela leave by the overland route for the Pacific
slope. The distracted wile, to make assurance
doubly sure, went to Philadelphia, and was con¬
vinced of the fact. Wets had at the time $100 and
forty dollars which were given Ulin to ue deposited
In a oank by one of his boarders.

Pnterson.
Another Erroneous assessment..The Com¬

missioners of Appeals yesterday made a deduction
of (9,000 from ihc valuation set upon O'Nell's silS
mill, in I aterson street, uy the assessor.
Cricket..A game of cricket was piayed upon the

Paterson Race Course on Thursday afternoon, be¬
tween the Paterson Club and the Manhattan Club.
On the hrst tunings the latter scored ueveuty-ntna
and tne Patersou Club sixty-eight. The Manhattan
Club made fourteen on the second Innings, but the
game was then ended by darkness coming on. The
Paterson Club feel confident they would have soon
had the game been properly finished. lime of game,
Ave hours and a quarter. *

Court Sentences..The following sentences were
pronounced In the Passaic County Courts yesterday
by Judge SandCord, and comprise about the last In
the criminal Hue before this term:.Michael McGlll,
assault and battery, ten days In county jail and $io
line. The lollowlug flues (with costs) were indicted
lor assault and battery:.Jo.bn Lawrence. $26; Pat¬
rick Scully, $10; John Scully, $10; Timothy Qnln-
luu, $10; Leah Van Kipcr, flo; Thomas Mackerel,
$io; Patrick Mahoney, $10; Joseph Bussiu, $10;
Michael Carroll, $lo; Charles Carroll, $10; John
Lamourdiu, $26; William and James Actersou, $1
each.

Trenton.
&BRtous Accident..Ou Thursday alternoon a

yonng man named Ilaynor, whtie employed in tha
Trenton Iron Works, had his foot so badly mashed
by being caught in the machinery that amputation
had to be performed.
Probable Death..The man Sweeny, who was

struck a week since with a hammer on the head, aa
alleged, by a man named James Murphy, was not
expected to survive last eveuiug. In consequence
of his dangerous condition his alleged assailant.
Murphy, who was out ou ball, has beeu rearrested
and committed to jail pending the result of Sweeny's
Injuries.
Fusion of Agricultural Societies..During the

holding of the fair of the Central Agricultural So¬
ciety of New Jersey near this city this week the ex¬
pediency of effecting a lusiou of the State Agricul¬
tural society with the New Jersey central wus
largely canvassed aud lis propriety much favored by
prominent men throughout the Mate who attended
the lair. Many reasons were urged in favor of the
project, such as the central position of Trenton and
its being the capital of the state. Several promised
$50o each to carry out the movement.

L0.1G ISLAfD.

Death from Lockjaw..Charles A. w ells, of Mid.
I die liouda, Rlverhead, lost a linger yesterday wee*

uuii died from lockjaw ou Thursday.
Alleged Highway Uobbeky A bold highway

robbery, in open daylight, was committed in Pou-
quoque on Thursday. Mr. White, while passingthrough u private thoroughfare, was seized from
behind by two masted men, who relieved liim of his
gold watch and hid wallet, containing about eighty
dollars. The thieves are unknown.
Fire in Flushing At eleven o'clock on Thurs¬

day night a lire broke out in Sammls' livery stable,
on Bridge street, Flushing, which communicated to
an adjoining stable, totally destroying both. The
horses and wagons were rescued, but several sets ot
harness, sleighs, hay and feed were destroyed. Losa
about i-i.ouo. supposed to be of incendiary origin
Burulary at Nortuport..On Thursday nig {

last a burglary was perpetrated at the residence of
Gardiner Mullord, at Northport, l,. I., and a check
for liny dollars, besideg a quantity of valuable dom¬
ing, svu3 stolen. The robbers are belies ed to be con¬
nected with or a part of the gang that recently
burglarized t tie Mamlok store at iloutlnglou. No
clue was obtained as to their ideutuy.

c o.v\£crif i r.

Salisbury.
Mcrdek..on Saturday evening last Mr. Hatsleal,

landlord of the : alisbury Hotel, was killed by a
young mm, .» boarder, named Henry Bostwlck.
There seems to have been a dispute between tha
parties relative to a bill, and they finally came to
blow*. Mr. I; -lead, who is an old man, retreated
behind the bar. and was followed by liostwick.
Ha'stead then muck Uostwick with a cane, dealing
him a heavy tilow, aud .keeping him back with tho
weapon. Bostwick left the room and went up to
his apartniout, procured a revolver and came
down, seeking Mr. Ualstead atrain, The par¬ties met lu the hall, and Boatwick, pointinghis revolver at the head of Mr. Halstead,exclaimed. "I'm going to send you to heil," and
tired, the ball taking effect 111 Mr. Ilalsteud's Drain,killing him instantly. Moth parties are well known,aud the murder creates tue most intense excite¬
ment. Bostwick is a young man or means and has
been livinir on his money without being engaged in
any btisiucss. lie has been arrested aud awaits trial.

Hrookfleld.
Killed by a IfORSE.-On Thursday lost Mr. Alva

Smith, of this town, while engaged lu catching his
horse In a pasture, was kicked in the stomach by a
colt pasturing in the same lleld, aud was so badlyInjured that he died shortly after, lie was a mao
eighty four years of age, ana a well known and much
respected citizen.

Bridgeport.
Body Found..The dead body of a woman named

Mrs. Kiiza Ann McCnrtr was found lu the harbor
near the railroad bridge on Wednesday the 13th. No
marks or violence were found upon it and a coro¬
ner's jury returned a verdict of "drowned while la
a state 01 intoxication."

BERGH AND THt PiGtON SHOOTEflS.
New York, Oct. 15, iso».

To TIIE EDITOR OF THE HERALD:.
In your account of a "pigeoa match," sal 1 to

liavo taken place at the L'nlon Hacc Course >. ter-
day, you aro pleased to ccnsure the under*: j,j for
'.not putting in an appearance" with a vwv, :o tho
suppression or the same, although notiueii lu
advauce by "a distinguished sportsman."
Tho lacu aro as follows:.At quarter-past eleven

o'clock on Thursday, tnc appointed day, 1 received
a note from the gentleman in question advising me

of the appointed match, to taxe place at two P. M.
Without a moment's delay I called upon the gentle¬
man to whom you allude and submitted to luui that
the localiiv chosen and the shortness ot the notice
would probably defeat the object of himself and
friend*. namely, "to urocure a vest ci>se to bringbefore the courts." lie readily Acquiesced in this
suggestion, and said that although ins letter was
written tho day before It had failed to reach iw.
destination lu tunc, and, excusing hnn»elf, lie wr
out to endeavor to stop tho ''match," lu wUici)
seems he did not succeed. k..
Now It In in no spirit of bravado or defiance t

1 here remark, that so long »s the people and
laws authorize tne protection of God's mrcrldi- ot.Jrtures rroin needless mutilation and killing, and %1.mercspoit, this society will, at all times and mil,places within tne jurisdiction ol this tetate, int>rpo«Its authority, wlicu timely uotilied of such iuten-stlon.
To protect as far as possible all dumb, dependentbrute creatures irom cruelty Is what it was createdlor and is sustained in doing by the humtiw aud

intelligent opinion of ail good citizens,
UiiNltX UBitUU. 1'resldtaU


